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POPULATION

Total Population =
According to the U.S. Census Burehoth he City of Sumter an@umterCountyhave ()
experienced a steady increase in population for the last 50 y&iace 1960,He GEJ
population of the Countynasgrown43% from 74,941 people tb07,746peoplein 2010. @
During this same time peripthe City of Sumter has growft% from 23,062 people to o
40,524. The population growtbver thesdive decadess attributed to military personnel T
migration and increases in industrial and manufacturing employment opportunities. g
o
Figure P1 o
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Source: U.S. Census Bure2010

The population of Sumtdras seerontinual growth over the last 50 years, with the pace

of increasebeing the greatest between 1960 and 1990, and becoming slower between
1990and 2010Ne see a | arge increase in the City
This isattributedto the anneation of SiawAFB and surrounding properti@s 1980.

The first decade of the century 262010 saw relatively slow growth for both the City
and County, growing at 2.2% and 2.7% respectiféble RP1 and P2). During this

period, growth is characterizéy a suburban, westward pattefiisfollows a trend that
can be seen in Map B, which shows increasen the @untyand westernmost City
tractsand flat growth and popation loss in the downtowsurrounding areaand rural
eastern Sumter County. 8w decade brought: a decline in the central city; a decline in
rural portions of the county and; a rise in the western suburbs, closer to Shaw.
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Table P1

| Comprehensive Plat

City of Sumter Population 2062010

T —

Total 39,643 40,524 2.2%

White 19,655 49.5% 17,777 43.8% (-1878)  -9.5%

Black 18,357 46.3% 15,755 48.7% 1,532 7.6%

Hispanic 938 2.4% 1,467 3.1% 529 56%

Asian 505 1.3% 647 1.6% 149 28%

Other 1126 2.8% 878 2.1% (-248) -22%
Table R2

Total

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian

Other

104,646

52,462
48,850
1,918
944
2,390

Souce:U.S. Census Bureé2010
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107,456

50,423
50,110
3,532
1,167
2,224

46.9%
46.6%
3.3%
1%
2%

2810

(-2,039)
1,260
1,614
223
-(166)

2.7%

-3.9%
2.6%
84%
23.6%
-6.9%
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Population by Census Tract

The US. Census BureaaurrentlydividesSumter County into 2census tracts for the
purpose of collecting and analyzing statistical d&ance the 1970 officiaCensus count
some census tracts have experienced substantial gnohith others have seen
population delines. For example, census tracts 17.01, 17.02 and 18.01, located in the
wester edge of the City limits, Y)agrown tomore thar250% of their 1970 population.
This area is home to numerous subdivisions built between 1990 andltodamtrast,

there are several census tracts that have experisigreficantdecline in their
populationgduring this period Tracts 8.97, 15 and 16, which encompasdleof the
downtownand South Sumter areas within thiy limits, have seen their populations drop
almost 60%sincel970. Thus,the population changes by census tract directly reflect the
dominant land use notion of the previous two deaadkat is, decline of the ti center

and the rise of western subdivisions.
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Due to these changes in populationth8. Census Bureau h&sd to makesome

changes tohecensus tract®r Sumter in2010.The boundaries afensus tracts are
designedo contain approximately the same number of people, and in order to maintain
this balance sometimes new tracts are createl@ old decliningonesareconsolidated.

Sumter had two such areas that increased in population so much that they had to be split
into two smaller sized tracts. Tract 17.02, which hadtremendous growth recently,

was split into two new tracts 17.03 and 17.G% gesult 17.02 no longer existBract 9

also a large increase in population since 2000 and has been split intod®M02An

There werethertractsin Sumter however that have seaatlining populatioeandhad
to be combined in order to maintain f@perpopulationcount Censusracts 8.97 and
8.98, which havéadsignificantlosesin recentyearswerecombined tareate census
tract 8.

One areafoparticular interest concesicensusract3, which encompasses all of Shaw
Air Force BaseMap R1 indicatesalargeloss ofpopulationin this particular tract
between 2000 and 201Thiscan be attributetb a reorganizationf base housing just
prior tothe 2010 Censusyhereina large number of residences were remoaad not to
a reduction irtotal personnektationedat Shaw Evidence suggests thiie population
moved off the bast® the nearby tractsyhich saw large increases in resideshising the
same period in timdt should be noted thaecently Shaw has become theme of the
3 Army headquarters arig currentlyin theprocess of constructing new-base
housing which will likely result in ashift of populationback totract 3 in time for the
next Census in 2020.
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Racial Composition

For the last @ years, Sumter Counhasmaintaineca near equal percentagkboth

black and white residés, with a marked increase in the lasentyyears of other %

minority groups. &
)

The Cityof Sumterhas seen significant shift in racial composition over the same period =

in time. White residential population halewly and steadilglecreasetly almosttwenty 2

percent since 1970. Meanwhilbe percentage of black residemshe Cityhas made ‘—35

gains of over fifteen percenthile other minoritieggroups making up the remaining five 8’

percentcontinuing the trend of the last 40 years. a

TableP-3
Population Percentage by Race: City and County 1970 to 2010

County 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010

White 57.9 55.1 55.3 50.1 48.2

Black 41.7 44.2 43.6 46.7 46.9

Other A4 g 1.1 3.2 4.9

City

White 65.0 59.4 59.8 49.6 45.3

Black 34.0 38.7 38.2 46.3 49.1

Other 1.0 1.9 2.0 4.1 5.6

Source: U.S. Census Bure2@10

Between 2000 and 2010 the Hispanic populaitiaie U.S grewfrom 35,305,818 to

50,477,59%eo0ple,an increase of 43%. In South Carolina the number of Hispanic

residents werfrom 95,076 to 235,68@ver the same period in timan increase of

147%.In Sumter County Hispanic population increased fig818 to 3,53eople

bet ween 2000 and 2010, an increase of 84%.

Hispanic residents increased at nearly twice themal level, it was well below the
increases seen by the State.

The increase in the Hispanic population in Sumter of 1,614, between 2000 and@a910

the largest single gain by any ethnicity. For comparison, over the same period of time the
Black population increased by 1,260 people, while the Asian population increased by 777
people.
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Figure R2
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Source: U.S. Census Bure2010

Race in Sumteis geographicallyegregated and, often, concentratéghproximately

40% of the entire black population is located around the city center in census t&cts 7,

10, 11, 13, 15 and 16. Only 13% of the entire white population resides in those same
censugracts. It was noted earlier that census tra€i§ 9.02, 17.08 and 17.0have
experienced the most growth since the 1970 official census count. It should also be noted
that these particular tracts also include 33% of the total white population wioetga

10% of the black population call this area hone2010, Sumter remains a community
largely segregated by race (an examination of income characteristics later will show that
Sumter is segregated by income as well).

There has been a continual movement away fromehsus tractthat traditionallyheld
the largest minority populatiohis migrationhas led to declines in infrastructure,
quality of housing and overall quality of life.

A demographic shift continued tweeen 2002010 with white populations leaving the
City (9.5% loss) and the County (3.9%). More subtly, Black populations grew in the
more urbanize€ity andCounty;yetsaw a population loss in the most rural census
tracts. Additional data can be fouatthe end of this Chapter.
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Gender and Age Composition

In 2010, females accounted for 51% of tie¢al populationwhile males accounted for 49%.
Forecad for this demographigem indicate that females will continue to outnumber raale
in Sumter as wellas South Carolina and the Nation as a whole

Figure RP3
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Median age continues to rise as fopulation in theé5 and older cohorhcreaseswhile
the under 19 categonpntinues its steady dinesincel 9 70 f or war d.
population is getting oldeand thetrend is expected to continue.

Figure P4

Age of Population
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Source: U.S. Census Bure2010
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The year 200 population pyramighowsthat the majority o5 u mt eesidérgsare

located inthe workforce and younger age groups for both men and wofitentrend

over the last twenty years hlasena slowly declining percentage of residemsthe pre-
workforceage population, althougmost receny census figures show a turnaround to

this trend and indicate an increas populationin the youngestohort.Women

outnumber men in almost every age group, except in the 20 to 24 year old cohort, where
men outnumber women by a scant .3 percent.

Figure R5

PopulatiorElement

2010 Population by Age and Se
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Based on cohort datan approximately ten to fifteen yessa sizeableportion ofpeople

in Sumter will beat ornearingretirement ageSumterwill be faced with meeting the land
use and policy needs alarge number of residenthat are no longer pat the
workforce and will require the special services required of that age.group

Septembe?011 P7




éjﬁn
Sumter 2030 | Comprehensive Plar bl
T
EDUCATIONAL PROFILE
Educatioral attainments measuredsthe highest level of education completed by the —
adult populatiorage 25or older. S
&
Table P4 ﬁ
1990 2000 2009 (@)
City | Comty South | Thited City | County South | United City | Conty South | United %
Y - * [Carolma| States o B * | C'arolma| States o B * [Carolina| States —
Mo High 3chod Diplora 220 30.2] 317 3 220 25.8 237 19 18.0 121 17.8 15.4 8_
High chool Dploma 243 22.2) 22.5 £ 255 29.¢) 300 22 221 326 31.5 223 o
Bame College 247 193 15.5] 187 220 217 193 21 2.5 212 191 203 D‘
Associabes Degree g1 7.2 &3 &.2) 79 7.2] &7 &3 g2 24 8.2 74
Bachela’ s Degree 12.9) 2.8 11.2) 13.1 145 107 135 15.5] 15.4 11.0 15.3 17.4
Graduate/Professional 7.4 51 54 7.3 g1 51 62 7.9 74 £5 73 20
Percent High Schocl graduate o higher 730 2.3 &3 3] 759 780 43 763 a4 32.0 809 82.2] 546
Percent Bachelor's Degres o higher 205 14. 5} 16 &) 20.3) 225 15. 8| 204 244 25.2 17.6 23.5) 27.5)
SourceU.S. Census Bureau, 202509 American Community Survey
Sumt er6s education | evels show aTabetP2ady

indicatesthe percentage of adults wi#t least eigh school diploma hascreased by a

little over 11% inthe County and 4% in the Cit{the percentage of residents with a
Bachel ords degree or hi ghlewelriginghy 6% and thed a
Countynearly3%.

Since 1990 the percentage of residents over the agehb oith advanced degrees
increasedin almost every categorylbeit with a small declinen peopleliving in the
City with Graduate degreemdthose that havat least a yeasome college experience
without completinga degree.

Even thouglSumter as a whole has made advances ipé¢heentage of residents with a
high school education or bettér has failed to keep pace with either South Carolina or
the Nationin total education as measured by the rate
degree or higher.

In 1990 the City exceeded tleeucatioml attainment of both the State and thiation as
a whole while the Countywasslightly bdow both In 2010boththe Cityand County fall
below State antlationaleducation levels.

Even thouglhe County has a higher percentage of residents with a high school diploma,

this representgher highest level ofeducation so while more residents have at least a
high schooldiploma less are going on to more advanced degrees.
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INCOME PROFILE

Per capitaand householthcome data showtke City of Sumter an8umter Countyre

| Comprehensive Plat

behind the averages for the State and Nation

Table R5
2009 Income Levels
Per Capital Median Family| Median Householg % Poverty
Sumter County] $19,025 $44,836 $37,752 19.0
City of Sumter | $20,710 $43,104 $33,323 21.1
South Carolina] $23,196 $53,707 $43,572 15.8
United States | $27,041 $62,363 $51,425 13.5

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 209 American Community Survey

Per Capitdncome has risefiom $15,657to $19,025in the County androm $16,949to
$20,710in the Citybetween 2000 and 20,

MeasuringMedianHouseholdncomereflects total spending powem the2000Median
Householdncomein the Countywas $3,278 By 2009, it had risen to $8,752
MedianHouseholdncomein the Cityincreased from &1,590in 2000to $33,323in
2009.

MedianFamily Incomeis anothergoodfinancialanalytical tool Thesedataareused to
establish the poverty leveln 2009, MedianFamily Incomewas$44,836and$43,104in
the County and City respectively.

Even thoughherehave been significant gains in incomeerthe last ten yeayshe City
of Sumter andGumter County lag behind the both United State and South Carolina in
terms of Per Capita Income, Median Familgdme and Median Household Income.

Per Capita Income in the City and County increased by 22.2% and 22.1% respectively
between 2000 and 20. During the same period of time South Carolina saw an increase
of 23.4%, while the overall average for Per Capitaome for the United States was up
25.3%.

Median Family Income in the City increased by only 11% between 2000 a8dviile
the Countyexperienced 15% gain. South Carolina as a whole saw an inciease
Median Family Incomef 21.4%, while the MediaRamily Income across the entire
United Statesoseby a little over24%.

The percentage of people living in poverty in the County as well as the City of Sumter
are both well above the rates for the Nation and the State of South Carolina
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199062009 Income Comparison
A comparative analysis of specific census tracts draws a picture of Sumter geographically
divided by income.The wealthiest tracts are identifibgl bold print; the poorestracts

areunderscored Please see census tract map on [pagjéor reference. %

=

Table R6 Q

Median Family Income Median Household Per Capita Income _L'I§J

Income =

Census Tractg 2000 2009 2000 2009 2000 2009 =]

1 $31,944 $37,689 $27,444 $28,897 $11,731 $11,865 8'

2.01 $48,258 $60,461 $41,023 $49,537 $18,402 $21,263 o
2.02 $38,169 $51,323 $35,903 $41,287 $14,932 $20,617
3 $31,847 $36,837 $31,558 $37,315 $11,977 $14,156
4 $38,456 $48,480 $33,242 $40,895 $14,764 $18,755
5 $28,529 $39,417 $26,012 $35399 $12,575 $17,806
6 $35,256 $37,109 $30,094 $35034 $12,592 $16,528
7 $29,598 $28,688 $26,685 $26,862 $11,206 $13,507
8.97 $27,841 $21,801 $20,234 $21,250 $12,099 $8,281
8.98 $20,577 $22,753 $17,289 $21,527 $8,209 $9,207
9 $53,596 $65,153 $41,385 $44,271 $22,692 $27,342
10 $44,306 $40,806 $38,088 $29,410 $21,781 $23,309
11 $26,278 $31,122 $24,148 $30,747 $12,816 $14,048
13 $25,759 $21,550 $17,868 $16,289 $11,675 $9,601
15 $21,176 $23,525 $16,804 $17414 $8,852 $13,570
16 $28,811 $26,458 $24,857 $23,624 $11,189 $13,218
17.01 $64,342 $68,794 $59,069 $65,725 $26,058 $31,348
17.02 $52,336 $65,794 $47,690 $55,000 $21,420 $23,188
18.01 $31,550 $40,137 $30,660 $38,500 $12,993 $16,463
18.02 $27,380 $38,292 $25,493 $35,768 $14,981 $18,796
19.01 $42,212 $42,349 $36,855 $40,947 $15,043 $18,033
19.02 $36,003 $42,411 $32,962 $39,921 $13,873 $16,980

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 209 American Community Survey

The majority of census tradts Sumtersawincreasd Median Family Income, Median
Household income and Per Capita Income between 2000 88dR€ew tracts however

saw adramaticloss of income over the same period of time. Tract 8.97 witnessed a 22%
decrease in Median Family Income and a 32% decrease in Per Capita Income. Tract 13
saw losses in all three categories; Median Family Income declined 16%, Median
Household Incomedeclined 9%, anéer Capita Income fell by 18%.
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Map P1
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Map R2
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Map R4

Source U.S. Census Bureau 2010

+—
c
Q
S
Q
Q
+—
o
-]
Q
o
o

P14




